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244 Kentucky Avenue
Pasadena, Maryland 21122

March 12, 1997

o

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the
Maryland State PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that we as parents can make decisions about what is appropriate
TV programming for our children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a
rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. NEWS AND WORLD
REPORT, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the
industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunicatiops Act of 1996. We do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), 5 (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language):

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently
during the course of the program;
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*That the rating board be independent of the industry and
FCC and that it include parents; and

*That any rating system approved by FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely yours,

Ronald O. Stiltner
J.< .... ,Il .1/ f1-rf\. t.///~-, i-....... I 1.1 (~ ./(J \...,,-VV r..~/ ___

Karen A. Stiltner
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DoCKETFILECOpy
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I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the -fbtaru... frID. PTA (local, council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and lfOrld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 (2['. CS~t No. Gf1-65, fCC 011- 3~

• Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
I am writi ng on behalf of the National PTA and the Mapleton

PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
Jan. 17, 1997. This rating system does not give me enough
information to base my decisions about what is appropriate for my
family to view. Information about the content and subject would be
more helpfu I.

I understand that major surveys conducted by National PTA,
U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. gave
more than adequate responses to improving this rating system. I
want to make the choice about programs for my children, and do not
feel comfortable with the industry making these choices only by age
group ratings. The film industry ratings have never helped entirely
with what we select as a family. Subject matter is also of concern.
It would be more defining to know that the story that is told is
appropriate as well.

You, the FCC, by law, are required by law to determine
whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve it. Please consider the
following:

• The FCC should not consider any rating system that does not
include content information about programs, such as for violence,
sexual depiction and nudity, and language.

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system.
• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more

prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently
during the course of a program.

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the
FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for listening. Your choices affect the future of
families and children everywhere. Lets do all we can to strengthen
the family and can keep our nation strong.

Sincerel~ g~I'
No. of Copies rac'd 0

Joanne aheli List ABCDE
Mapleton, Utah



March 11, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the Executive Board of the Martin Elementary
School PTA to voice our opposition to the rating system as presented
by Jack Valenti on January 17, 1997.

We feel we cannot make informed decisions about TV programming for our
children without a more descriptive content-based rating system.

The age-based rating system that you are considering fails us as
parents for the following reasons:

1) Plain and simple - it does not provide parents with
the information we need to make a wholesome choice in
viewing. For example, TV-Y7, TV-PG, and TV-14 all
suggest that parents need to "proceed with caution".
Tr~se ratings are so vague, we would ultimately have
to monitor each program to see if it is suitable for
our children.

2) PARENTS need to judge what program material is acceptable
for their children, not the TV industry.

3) Parents need the criteria for rating shows to be based
on violence content, sexual and nUdity content, adult
language, AND the level of intensity for each.

It is for these reasons we CANNOT support the proposed age-based
rating system.

Thank you for providing the opportunity for us to voice our views
regarding this important issue.

o

~.~
Donna Maier, President
Executive Board of Martin Elementary PTA

No. of Copies r~c''';
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Minot, ND 58701-3343
March 8, 1997

Golden Oaks PTA
Minot, North Dakota

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
% Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing at the direction of the Golden Oaks PTA of Minot, North Dakota. The
Golden Oaks PTA meeting on Friday, March 7, 1997 voted to send this
communication out of our interest in the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chairman of the 1V Rating Implementation Group. The rating symbol
on the 1V screen is not adequate information for parents to make appropriate
decisions regarding content of 1V programming. More information is needed for
parents to make decisions about TV viewing by children.

We believe that the industry's rating system has not met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We request that:

1. The FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information such as V for violence; S for sexual material or nudity; and L for
language.;

2. The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

3. The rating icon on the screen be made larger and appear frequently during the
course of a program;

4. The rating system approved by FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents; and

5. The rating board be independent of the industry and that it include parents.

Thank you for giving attention to our concern on this very important issue for
children and families.

Respectfully yours,

ot~Jc/~
Lowell F. Latimer
for the Golden Oaks PTA

No. of Copies rec'd 0
Ust ABCDE '-----
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c/o Federal Communication6 Commi66ion

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Wa6hington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commi66ioner6,

March 11, 1997
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RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and Spring Creek Middle School

PTA to voice our 0pp06ition to the v-chip rating sy6tem as pre6ented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. The rating 6ymbol on the TV
6creen doe6 not provide sufficient content information for parents to make
educated decision6 concerning appropriate TV programming for their children.
Parent6 want and need descriptive, content-ba6ed rating 6ystem6. Parent6 do

not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Any rating
6ystem without content description6 on the 6creen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling i6 useless.

By law, the FCC mU6t determine whether the industry's rating sy6tem has
met statutory requirements of the Telecommunication Act of 1996. We do not
believe it does so and reque6t that the FCC does NOT approve the TV indu6try
proposed system. In6tead, we suggest the following:

• Reject the industry's rating sy6tem.
• Approve of no rating system that does not include content information

about program6 such a6 V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity),
and L (for profane language).

• That the rating icon on the TV 6creen be made larger, placed more
prominently on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of
a program.

• That the rating board be made independent of the TV industry and the FCC
and that it include parents.

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
re6earch to determine if it meets the need6 of parents.

Thank you for thi6 opportunity to comment on an iS6ue of 6uch great
importance to our families.

No. of Copies rec'd,__O__
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Sincerely, . .
~ ~/nqw,~-t

SrVr"ing CreekLt1iddle Sc~ool PTA
Providence, Utah



Dear FCC officials,
I am writing in regard to your proposed TV rating guide and hope that you

will take into consideration some important feedback. Parents who have been
surveyed have requested content ratings rather than age rating. There are
many reasons why we prefer to make our own judgments. One night I sat and
counted the profanity in one 30 minute TV show that was rated family TV. There
were 16 profane words in that sit-com alone. So much for the family rating.

I also disagree with Hollywood judging the shows and assigning the
viewing labels. I believe parents should be involved and that the industry should
not rate itself. I think the example I have given above speaks to this issue as
well.

You have an opportunity to listen to what the majority of parents in our
country are requesting, and to stand up to the entertainment industry demanding
that they act responsibly and with our children's best interests at the top of the
list. Lets put profits below character for once.

-

Sincerely ~~.~~~~

Mr and Mrs Andrew P Witt
Rt! Box 2345
Absarokee, Montana 59001

No. of Copies rec'd,:--O__
List Aar.OE
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DocKETFILE COP
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I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the local Van Buren Middle School PTA to voice
my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti; Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs

such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Selah John Campbell PTA unit
11.4.5 to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol
on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by
the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/ Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:

- That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity)
and L (for language);
- That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;
- That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;
- That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and
- That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

o

Sincerely, \ \
.~ \j..JCT1'-CU
Suzanna Wood
John Campbell PTA President
Selah, WA
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UstABCOE "---



March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

One and one-halfyears have passed since I wrote to you on behalfof the National PTA requesting
the FCC to mandate requirements that would improve TV quality for ALL children and youth in
this country.

Today, I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Oregon PTA to voice very loudly my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. I am appalled that the FCC would for one minute
believe this rating system to be remotely acceptable. The v-chip rating system does not provide
parents with specific information about the content ofindividual programs. Parents are certainly
more capable to judge what material is acceptable for their children than the television industry!

The FCC is required by law to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe the industry's rating
system does this and am asking that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
am asking the FCC to put into place a rating system (independent of the industry) that includes
program content descriptors; where the rating icon on the TV screen is made larger and more
prominent; that the V-chip band allow parents to receive more than one rating system; and that
the independent rating board include parents. I would also suggest that any rating system
approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine ifthe needs ofparents
are being met.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on an issue so important to every child and family in this
country.

Sincerely,

~'
DebiRocco

No. of Copies rec'd!--O _
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I understand that you are holding hearings on the new rating system. I am a father of six
kids (two years apart from 5 to 15) and have a problem using the current system to screen
movies and TV shows for my kids. The current system is inconsistent.

For example, Star Gate was PG13 but was a good wholesome show except that my 5 year
old was scared several times. It only deserved a medium violence rating so I would know to
have the lights on when my kids watch it. It had a low language content and sex content.

On the other hand, I took one of my teenager daughters to see the Absent Minded Professor
(PG-13) and we walked out of the show after 5 minutes due to the extreme vulgar language and
sexual explicate comments.

This is becoming a common problem so I think that we need to have a rating system based
on sex, language, and violence. This way, I can better figure out what shows are best for them.

Also, I feel that letting the broadcasters set the ratings is like letting the fox guard the hen
house. Please require a citizen group of some kind to rate the shows.

Please accept this as a formal comment with the required four copies. Thank you for your
time.

David Bruce Arnett
101 Bending Shore Ct.
League City, Tx 77573
(713) 538-3481
EMail DARNETT@IBM.NET
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